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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-4, 7, 8, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schneider (GB 2,325,799). 

Regarding claims 1 and 15, Schneider discloses wherein an apparatus for 
transporting electrical energy characterized by a storage device which is formed 
from a plurality of storage elements (figure 1 item 2) and which is arranged as a 
payload on and/or in a vehicle (pg 2 line 7), wherein in the delivery of the 
electrical energy the storage device remains on and/or in the vehicle and the 
vehicle has a connection for transmitting the stored electrical energy upon 
discharge (pg 2 lines 20 - 22). Schneider does not disclose wherein the batteries 
are arranged as a payload, but the batteries used in the Schneider system may 
be used as a payload as they provide charge to other batteries. At the time of 
invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the Schneider system in such a manner that the batteries are a payload 
system so that they may provide charge to other vehicles. 
Regarding claim 2, Schneider discloses wherein accumulators and/or 
capacitors as the storage elements (figure 1 item 2). 
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Regarding claim 3, Schneider discloses wherein the storage elements which 
are mechanically and/or electrically combined to form storage device groups. 
Schneider discloses the invention as claimed, but does not disclose wherein 
there are groups of storage elements. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to add duplicate storage batteries to the system so to 
provide additional power to other devices, since it has been held that mere 
duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in 
the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. 
Regarding claim 4, Schneider discloses wherein a vehicle drive which is 
operable with the stored energy (page 4 lines 4-13). 

Regarding claim 7, Schneider discloses wherein at least one electrical collective 
connection for a plurality of storage elements and/ storage device groups (figure 
1 item 10). 

Regarding claim 8, Schneider discloses wherein at least one opening in each 
storage element for introducing or draining off fluid (pages 4 line 25 - page 5 line 
13). 

3. Claims 5-7, 9, 10, 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schneider (GB 2,325,799) in view of Pintz (U.S. 6,384,569). 

Regarding claim 5, Schneider does not disclose the invention as claimed. Pintz 
discloses in figure 1 wherein fixed stations, item 2 are used for charging up and 
discharging the storage device and/or for converting the electrical energy. At the 
time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
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art to modify the Schneider system with the Pintz system so that it is easy to 
charge and discharge the electrical energy in the system. 
Regarding claims 6 and 7, Schneider does not disclose the invention as 
claimed. Pintz discloses in column 4 lines 17-35 wherein stations are for 
intermediate storage of the electrical energy. At the time of invention, it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Schneider 
system with the Pintz system so that electrical energy may be used for future 
purposes. 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, Schneider does not disclose the invention as 
claimed. Pintz discloses in column 4 lines 17-58 wherein collecting conduits 
connect the openings of the storage elements. At the time of invention, it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Schneider 
reference with the Pintz reference so that it is easy to charge and discharge the 
electrical energy in the system. 

Regarding claims 16-18, Schneider does not disclose the invention as claimed. 
Pintz discloses in column 4 lines 1 7 - 64 wherein after charging of the electrical 
energy into the storage device to the destination a fluid contained n the storage 
device is removed and that after transport of the storage device to the destination 
but prior to removal of the electrical energy fluid is introduced into the storage 
device. At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the Schneider system with the Pintz system to 
provide optimum charging. 
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4. Claims 1 1- 14 and 19 - 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schneider (GB 2,325,799) in view of Okada (U.S. 5,960,898). 
Regarding claims 11-14, and 19 - 25, Schneider does not disclose the 
invention as claimed. Okada discloses wherein a device for monitoring individual 
storage elements and/or controlling charging/discharging operation and or for 
supplying remaining fluid (figure 1 item 21). At the time of invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Schneider 
reference with the Okada reference so that the charge and discharging cycles 
are properly monitored so that the system is not damaged. 



Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 3/1 6/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Regarding claim 1, the applicant argues that the storage devices of 
Schneider are not arranged as a payload for the vehicle, but instead power the vehicle. 
As disclosed on page 3 lines 1 1- 26, the batteries may transmit or receive power. Since 
the batteries may provide power to other devices and vehicle, the batteries became 
payloads on the vehicle because they are not only used to power the vehicle. The 
applicant argues that the Pintz and Okada references do not provide batteries that are 
payloads on the vehicle. The Pintz and Okada references are secondary references and 
read on the limitations not met in the Schneider reference. The applicant argues that 
the Okada reference does not specifically identify monitoring a number of 
charge/discharge cycles and outputting a corresponding a notification is disclosed. 
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Okada discloses in column 6 lines 10-67 wherein the charging and discharging of the 
capacitor is monitored and commands are provided to the vehicle in response to these 
readings. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alexis Boateng whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
5979. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 6:00 pm, Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Akm I. Ullah can be reached on (571) 272-2361. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



AB 

/Edward Tso/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2838 



